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THE FRIEZE OF THE ERECHTHEUMi 



The figures of the 
frieze of the Erechtheum, 
as has been stated in the 
text to Plates 31-34 of 
the Antike Denkmdler^ 
Volume II, fall into two 
different groups in ac- 
cordance with their size. 
The largest figures, the 
original height of which 
was about 0.65 m., are 
from the northern porch. 
The fragments which 
seem to belong to figures 
of this size are published 
on Plates 31 and 32. 
They are parts of about 
forty-seven different fig- 
ures. In the fragments 
published on Plates 33 
and 34 the remains of 
about thirty-seven differ- 
ent figures of the frieze 
of the cella are preserved. 

Since the publication 
in the Antike Benkmaler^ 
four additional fragments 
have been assigned with 
certainty to the frieze. 




FlOURE 1. 



-Group from the 
THE Erechtheum. 



1 Translated from the author's manuscript by H. N. F. 

American Journal of Archaeology, Second Series. Journal of the 
Archaeological Institute of America, Vol. XVI (1912), No. 2. 
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O'll? 



Of these one belongs certainly to the frieze of the main 
building : 

1. The head of the crouching figure in the group, Ant. Benk. 
II, PL 33, No. 5. This head has been actually set in place 

(Figs. 1 and 2);Mt 
looks down and for- 
ward. 

To the same frieze 
seems to belong : 

2. Inventory 4861 
(Figs. 3-8). Crouch- 
ing woman, to left. 
Head, forearms, - and 
left foot are lacking. 
Fully draped.2 Iden- 
tified by Professor 
Fowler. 

Figure 2.— Head in Figure 1. The number of fig- 

ures belonging to the frieze of the cella, or main building, is 
therefore now about thirty-eight. 

From the frieze of the northern porch comes without doubt : 
3. A fragment of the larger series (Figs. 9-14),3 identified 




CroA 
broken 



^ brow 0*065 

-♦ CircuTn/«rence\ 



Crenc« 0»2* 



1 The scale of the Figures is approximately 1 : 4.5 of that of the original 
stones, the scale of the figures in AnL Denk. II. 

'^ Height, 0.265 m.; width, 0.215 m.; greatest thickness, 0.149 m. The dowel 
hole in the back agrees exactly with Block YII (south side of eastern portico), 
first hole counting from the left (the numbering of the blocks follows Ant. 
Denk. II, PL 34). Figures 7 and 8 show the broken dowel-cutting and also 
show a second cutting which was in the back of the figure, behind the head, 
and which must have formed a slot between the back of the marble and the face 
of the Eleusinian stone. This slot is 0.046 m. wide and 0.017 m. deep ; its height 
remains uncertain. On the back of this fragment, in the angle formed by the 
vertical edge of the dowel-cutting and the lower (horizontal) edge of the second 
cutting previously mentioned, are three pinholes, 0.004 m. in diameter, arranged 



in a triangle thus : 
the centres of the 









The measurements are perpendicular from 
holes to the edges of the cuttings. 



8 Height, 0.0316 m.; width, 0.32 m. (practically the full original width); 
greatest thickness, 0.145 m. Figures 13 and 14 show in the bottom of the frag- 
ment, in the angle behind the broken drapery, a pinhole which runs obliquely 
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Figure 3. — Fragment of the Frieze Figure 5. — Side of the Frag- 
OF THE Erechtheum. ment, Figure 3. 



0.149- 
Greatest thickT>cS8 




Wiath 0215 
Figure 4. — Sketch of Figure 3. 



Figure 6. — Sketch of Figure 5. 
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by Professor Heberdey. A woman in full chiton and himation 
stands at the left of a dp6m<;. This had arms, turned legs, and 
a piece of drapery fastened in front. On the seat lies a large 
cushion which is pressed down between the arms by the woman, 
the traces of whose left arm and left hand are clearly visible. 





Figure 7. - 



-Side of the Fragment, 
Figure 3. 



Figure 8. — Sketch of Figure 7. 



The standing figure is broken away a little above the knees. 

The throne is very similar to that in Ant. Benk. II, PI. 31, 

No. 17. 

The female figure of this fragment raises the number of 

figures from the northern porch to forty-eight. 

To the frieze of the northern porch belongs probably also: 
4. Inventory 1133 (Figs. 16-18). Rear part of a pair of 

horses to left.^ This may possibly belong to the same team with 

through the marble to receive the pm for fastening the relief to the top of the 
architrave. The diameter of the hole at the bottom is 0.01 m. The centre of 
the hole is 0.049 m. from the back surface of the fragment, and is 0.167 m. from 
the left edge which appears in Figure 13. 

1 Height, 0.125 m. ; width, 0.217 m. ; greatest thickness, 0.125 m. In the left- 
hand broken surface are the remains of a broken dowel hole, the edge of which 
is visible in Figures 17 and 18. Its width is 0.04 m., its depth 0.03 m. 
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Figure 9. — Fragment of the Frieze of the Erechtheum. 



.__Qreatesf breadth across fcack 0.^69 




Figure 10. — {Sketch of Figure 9, 
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Figure 11. — Side of the Fragment, Figure 12. — Sketch oe Figure 11, 
Figure 9. 






f< :. O.I45 H 

Circdtest thickness. » 

Figure 13. — Side of the Fragment, Figure 14. — Sketch of Figure 13. 
Figure 9. 
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Ant, DenTc, II, PI. 34, No. 12 ; but differences in the chiselling at 
the back and in the cutting of dowel holes make this doubtful. 
The fragment agrees in scale with PL 34, No. 13, rather than with 




Figure 15. — Fragment of the Frieze Figure 16. — Sketch of Figure 15. 
OF the Erechtheum. 

PL 34, No. 11, the scale of which is certainly smaller than that 
of PL 34, No. 13. Accordingly it is to be presumed that the 
two teams galloping to left (PL 34, No. 13, and the new frag- 
ment, Inv. 1133), and also probably PL 34, No. 12, belong to 
the northern porch, whereas the team standing quietly to right 





Figure 37. — Fragment, Figure 15 Figure 18. — Sketch of Figure 17. 
FROM Below. 



(PL 34, No. 11) and also probably the fragment of a horse 
likewise standing quietly to right (PL 34, No. 10) are from the 
frieze of the main building. The three first-named fragments, 
PL 34, Nos. 12, 13, and Inv. 1133, since they cannot be com- 
bined with one another,^ indicate for the northern porch either 



1 Mr. Hill is very properly of the opinion that Inv. 1133 cannot be joined 
with PL 34, No. 13 ; nor can PL 34, No. 13, and PL 34, No. 12, belong together ; 
in either case we should have a team of five horses. 



182 LUDWIG PALL AT 

three four-horse teams or two four-horse teams and one pair of 
horses, all galloping toward the left. 

In each of the two groups of figures, those in quiet attitude, 
either seated or standing, are comparatively numerous. Some 
of them, e.g. PL 31, 11 and 17, PL 33, 22 and 23, are evidently 
divinities, and others produce at least the impression of divini- 
ties. If these fragments are compared collectively with the 
deities represented on the eastern friezes of the Parthenon, the 
" Theseum," and the temple of Athena Nike, it becomes pretty 
certain that on the Erechtheum, both on the northern porch 
and on the cella, deities were represented as present in the 
capacity of participants or spectators at some event. The 
analogy of the friezes mentioned makes it probable that the 
deities of the frieze of the cella were on the eastern front. 

The Frieze of the Cella 

From what has just been said it follows with some proba- 
bility that a large proportion of the figures to be ascribed to 
the cella was on the still existing blocks of the eastern frieze. 
Further examination of the fragments published on Pis. 33 and 
34 leads to the following groups : 

(a) A small group of figures which are^ or seem to be, distin- 
guished from the others by their smaller proportions, and are 
therefore certainly to be regarded as hu7nan beings. These are : 
one standing or quietly walking female figure (PL 34, 7), one 
walking female figure (PL 34, 2), one kneeling female figure 
(PL 34, 6), and one male figure standing with somewhat bent 
knees (PL 34, 4). 

(b) A group of figures which are to be regarded not as actors, 
but as persons present at some action, and probably for the most part 
as gods or heroes. These are : eleven figures standing quietly 
erect, six of which (PL 33, 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, and the standing man 
of PL 33, 5) are male and five (PL 33, 15, 17, 18, 19, and PL 34, 
9) are female ; three figures in quiet walking posture, all female 
(PL 33, 16 — two figures — and PL 34, 1) ; ten seated figures, two 
of which (PL 33, 1 and 9) are male, and eight (PL 33, 12, 20, 21, 
22, 23, 24, 25, 26) are female ; and the crouching woman, Inv. 
4861 (Fig. 2). To the same group are probably to be added 
two standing female figures (PL 33, 14 and PL 34, 3) and three 



THE FRIEZE OF THE EBECHTHEUM 183 

running female figures ^ (PL 33, 10, 11,2 13^ j^^d PL 34, 8). 
This group contains then thirty figures, eight of which are 
male and twenty-two female. 

(c) A group of four male persons in action (PL 33, 5, the 
kneeling one, and 8, PL 34, 5 and 11). 

The number of persons in action is then, compared with that 
of persons not in action, very small. 

If one turns now to the blocks of the frieze and compares 
the height of the dowel holes in them above the ground line 
with the height of the holes which exist in the backs of the fig- 
ures, one finds that holes at a height of over 0.40 m. correspond 
with standing,^ walking,* or running^ figures, and those at a 
height between 0.30 and 0.35 m. with those of seated^ figures. 
The holes at a height between 0.35 m. and 0.40 m. seem to 
belong to figures which stand not quite erect. "^ In the erect 

1 Possibly spectators hurrying to the scene or messengers hastening to report 
some event. 

2 PI. 33, 11 and PI. 34, 8 might belong to the same figure. 

3 PI. 33, 15 (0.402 m.), 17 (0.42 m.). ('' 33, 15 fits E, 11, 4 (Block 11, east 
portico, fourth hole counting from the left) and E, V, 1 well. 33, 17 can be 
fitted to S, I, 1 (south frieze), and E, III, 1." — B. H. Hill.) 

4 PI. 33, 16 (0.42 m.). ("33, 16 fits nowhere well in south or east." — 
B. H. Hill.) I am inclined to doubt this statement, unless indeed Mr. Hill has 
tried to fit the fragment to the blocks of the frieze ; for we have several dowel 
holes at the height of 0.42 m. : E, VII, 2 ; E, V, 3 ; and also several at the 
height of 0.41, 0.425, and 0.43 m. 

5 PI. 33, 10 (about 0.435 m.), 11 (about 0.42 in.). 

6 PI. 33, 23 (0.335 m.), 24 (0.30-0.31 m.), 26 (0.315 m.). (" 33, 20 can be 
fitted to E, V, 7, better in E, IV, 2 ; 33, 24 could be fitted at E, VI, 4 ; E, VI, 
3 is also possible ; 33, 26 fits E, II, 1 well, and E, V, 4 passably." — B. H. Hill.) 
I cannot understand Mr. Hill's statement concerning 33, 20, for there is, accord- 
ing to my observation, no sign of a dowel hole in this fragment. 33, 23 fits 
S, I, 4 = S, I, 3, Ant. Benk., PI. 34. There 
are five dowel holes — instead of four — in S, 
I, and one in E, I (S, I being the south face 
and E, I the east face of the S.E. corner block 
of the frieze) . S, I, 4 is the second westward 
from the corner. ("The dowel hole I num- 
ber 2 does not appear in Ant. Denk. II, PI. 34, 
I now observe. No. 2 is 0.53 m. to left of No. 4, and 0.247 m. to 0.290 m. up 
from the ground." — B. H. Hill.) 

■7 PI. 33, 5 (0.35 m.). ( '' 33, 5 can be placed at S, I, 4, though it fits there only 
passably. It can be placed nowhere else in the existing east or south frieze." 
— B. H. Hill.) 
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standing figure (PL 33, 19), the dowel hole is remarkably low, 
only about 0.32 m. above the ground line. This and a similar 
exception among the figures of the northern porch ^ are iso- 
lated, to be sure, but they warn us that we cannot determine 
with absolute confidence from the position of a dowel hole in a 
block of the frieze the posture of the corresponding figure. 

Now if one observes the distances of the dowel holes in the 
blocks from one another, it is noticeable that the holes in the 
middle block (IV) of the eastern front, which is still in situ^ 
are comparatively far apart. In block III, which is at the left 
of the middle, and probably, to judge by its length, belongs 
there, the holes are considerably nearer together and at ap- 
proximately equal distances from one another. In block V, 
which is dn situ? the distances are less but less regular. 

From these observations in regard to the heights of the 
dowel holes and their distances from one another, it follows 
that something exceptional must have been represented on the 
middle block (IV).3 The first (0.365 m.) and third (0.39 m.) 
holes from the left in this block indicate figures which do not 
stand quite erect, and are therefore engaged in some action, or 
figures of somewhat smaller size. The second hole is placed 
remarkably low, even for seated figures. On the other hand, 
its height (0.27 m.) corresponds remarkably well with that of 
the dowel hole in the back of the horse that belongs to the 
team, PI. 34, 11. If one restores the legs of this horse, the 
dowel hole is about 0.27 m. from the ground line. One is 
therefore tempted to assume that the team was here in the 

1 PI. 31, 8. In this seated figure the dowel hole is at a height of only about 
0.165 m. 

2 " There is no doubt that the blocks E, I-VI belong as shown in PL 34. 
The missing left end of E, II and right end of E, VI have been found, and 
blocks E, I-V are restored to their original positions, all indications given by- 
clamps, dowels, and minor cuttings agreeing perfectly. The new part of E, II 
has no dowel. There were, I think, traces of a dowel in the break in E, VI 
(about as high as E, VI, 5) — it is now hidden by cement; no dowel north of 
the break. The length of the block is now 1.906 m,, and we have 10,896 m. 
out of the original 11.126 m. of the length of this east frieze." — B. H. Hill. 

3 (The heights of the holes in E, IV, according to Mr. Stevens's measure- 
ments, are : first hole, 0.365 m., third hole, 0.395 m., left-hand low hole, 0.265 m., 
right-hand low hole, 0.319 m. — H. N. F. ) (''In Ant. Denk. II, PI. 34, E, IV, 4 
and E, IV, 2 are wrongly put at the same height." — B. H. Hill.) 
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middle of the east front. In this case, to be sure, the team 
would have been fastened with only one dowel and the man 
who stood behind it was not fastened on separately ; for the 
holes to the right and left of the one which is 0.27 m. above 
the ground line are too far away to have served in fastening 
any part of the group. On the other hand, these two dowel 
holes are so near the outer edges of the group that very little 
room is left for the figures which were held in place by the 
dowels.^ Now it is not impossible that the team was fastened 
on by means of a single dowel,^ and — especially since the 
extension of the group toward the left is doubtful — there 
would, in case of need, be room for a figure standing close to 
the car and for another busied with the foremost horse ; never- 
theless, it cannot be positively affirmed that the existing team 
really belongs in this place, though a very similar group of 
slightly less extent to right and left from the dowel may very 
well have been fastened by E, IV, 2. 

The dowel holes in the block (III) to the left of the middle, 
which are all, with one exception, at a height of more than 
0.40 m., indicate that upright standing figures were here 
attached. Of these the four at the right, nearest the middle, 
stood pretty near one another. At the left side of the block 
the greater distances of the dowel holes indicate erect figures 
in moderate motion. 

On block V the three middle holes probably served to 
secure two quietly standing and one seated figure. The figures 
corresponding to the holes at the left probably took part in the 
action in the middle of the frieze. At the right-hand side of 
the block the low (0.265 m.) position of the dowel hole and 
the great distance between it and the nearest dowel hole of 
block VI justify the assumption of a second team of horses. 

1 Mr. Hill estimates that the group extended ca. 0.52 m. to the right (meas- 
uring to the breast of the foremost horse) from the dowel hole preserved in the 
back of the group. If the car wheel were represented as a full circle, the left- 
hand limit of the group would be about 0.50 m. from the dowel hole. But if 
the wheel were represented in perspective, i.e. were actually carved as an 
ellipse, the left-hand edge might be considerably nearer the dowel hole. 

2 The dowel hole is exactly in the middle of the group. Moreover, the group 
of the two standing women (PI. 33, No. 16) has only one dowel hole, which is 
placed pretty high (0.42 m.) in the back of the left-hand figure. 
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In block II the dowel holes II, 2, 4, 5, 6, 7 indicate upright 
figures in moderate motion. I venture no hypothesis concern- 
ing the purpose of the two holes close together, II, 8 and 9, 
or concerning the two extreme ends of the entire eastern 
front. 

The middle of the frieze of this front lies between the dowel 
holes IV, 1 and IV, 2. If the conclusion that the hole IV, 2 
served to fasten a team is correct, then the team occupied 
exactly the middle of the scene. 

Among the figures in the attitude of spectators the following 
may with some certainty be regarded as divinities : 

The female figures PL 33, Nos. 14, 15, 16 (Demeter and 
Cora?), 17 (Aphrodite ? i), 18 and 19 (Charites?), 20, 21, 22 
(Ge? Themis? 2), 23 (Kourotrophos ? S), 24, 25, 26 ; PL 34, 1, 3, 
9 ; and probably, on account of similar representations on other 
monuments, the running maidens (Horae?), PL 33, 10, 11, 13, 
and PL 34, 8. The remains of female figures, PL 34, 2 and 7, 
can hardly be considered in connection with the east front on 
account of their small scale. 

Among the male figures, the following may be regarded as 
spectators : 

PL 33, 1-7 and 9. As to 1 and 9, which are on a smaller 
scale than the seated goddesses, I am doubtful whether they 
belong to the assembly of gods on the east front at all and 
should not rather be assigned to the north or the south side ; 
but it may be that their state of preservation produces a false 
impression of a smaller scale. The nude man, PL 33, 6, and 
the two men with nude bodies and garments draped about their 
hips like aprons, might, like the man on PL 34, 11, have stood 
by the horses. The men wrapped in mantles, PL 33, 2 and 3, 
seem to belong among the gods who are looking on. The man 
leaning on his staff, who stands behind the kneeling youth (PL 

1 See Kekule, TJber eine weibliche Qewandstatue aus der Werkstatt cler Par- 
thenon-Giehelfiguren, Berlin, 1894. With Kekule {Die griechische Skulptur, 2 I 
Ed., p. 107), I consider it likely that the statue — which he is probably right in 
regarding as Aphrodite — served as a model for the maker of our figure. 

2 On the Omphalos see E. Maass in Jh. Oest. Arch. I. XI, 1908, pp. 10 ff. 
On Themis see Preller- Robert, Griechische Mythologie, p. 211, 2, and pp, 476 ff. 

3 See Preller-Robert, I.e., pp. 636, 1 and 764, 2. 
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33, 5), belongs without doubt, on account of his connection with 
the youth, among the mortals. 

The number of the figures engaged in the action is, as has 
been remarked above, very small in comparison with that of the 
persons, mostly female, who are to be regarded as spectators. 
I will enumerate them in order in the manner in which the fig- 
ures mentioned in the building inscription are there enumer- 
ated, and at the same time I will express my interpretation of 
the individual fragments by words in square brackets [ ] : 

1. PL 33, 8. Nude man who stretches out his left leg or 
sits upon some object and [holds a lance in his raised right 
hand] . 

2. PI. 34, 5. Nude man holding with his left arm a mast 
with yard and sail.^ 

3. PI. 34, 5. Kneeling man clad in a himation which leaves 
his body free. He is occupied [with some object in front of 
him]. 

4. PI. 33, 4. Man standing with bent knees. The upper 
parts are nude. The himation has slipped down upon his 
thighs. Both arms must therefore have been occupied.^ 

5. PL 33, 12. Figure sitting [in a box wagon]. The lower 
parts are covered by a himation.^ 

6. PL 34, 6. Girl in chiton and cloak, who has sunk down 
by the base [of a figure of a deity]. 

It seems to me advisable to put together here all the mate- 

1 That the previous interpretations of this fragment are untenable is made 
clear in the text to PL 34, 5. On the yard with furled sail, cf. the representation 
on a phiale in Berlin with glazed relief (Furtw. 3882, Annali, 1875, p. 290, 
Tav. d' agg. N (Klugmann). On the manner of fastening the sail to the yard 
see Kekule, Die Antiken Termkotten, IV, 2, PI. XXXII. Whether the man of 
our fragment was engaged in raising or lowering the mast or whether he was 
lying as a shipwrecked person upon the ruins of a ship — in Ant. Denk. II, PI. 

34, 5, it is assumed that he is lying down — I do not attempt to determine. 

2 Perhaps he took part in carrying the mast. 

8 On the feet which disappear in the box of the wagon, cf. Compte rendu^ 
1863, Atlas, II, 4 (2255), and Gerhard, Auserl Vasenh. PI. 217. The object 
resembling a handle, which is represented in low relief on the box, may belong 
to the frame of the wagon (cf. Gerhard, Auserl. Vasenh. PI. 75, 76); the four- 
cornered remnant above was perhaps the point of attachment of the upper edge 
of the wheel, which was, in that case, carved free from the background. A 
similar trace of a wheel is preserved on the wagon in 34, 11 (cf. the text in Ant. 
Denk. p. 14, 11). Another possibility is mentioned below. 
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rial available for the interpretation of the frieze of the cella. 
I therefore add here the enumeration of the figures mentioned 
in the building inscription, beginning with the group which 
probably stood on the north side and, if the space from the 
northeast corner of the cella to the north porch is divided 
into four equal parts, about in the second quarter from the 
east.^ 

1 Robert {Hermes), XXV, 1890, pp. 431 ff.) has rightly concluded from L 0. 
I, 324 a, col. II, 11. 31-34 (payment for removing scaffolding from the north wall 
after the figures have been fastened to the frieze in the seventh prytany of 407- 
408 B.C.), that the sculpture for which 3315 drachmas are paid in the same pryt- 
any belonged to the north side of the temple. We might add to his arguments 
the fact that, according to the spacing indicated by the dowel holes for the east 
frieze, the 55 (or thereabouts) figures for which 3315 drachmas would be paid 
would be just about the right number for the length of frieze from the north 
porch to the northeast corner of the building. The length of the frieze of the 
north side, from the northeast corner to the roof of the north porch, measures 61 
Attic feet on the upper and 53 Attic feet on the lower edge. Kolbe's combina- 
tion {Ath. Mitt. XXVI, 1901, pp. 223 ff.), which proves the date 408-407 for the 
accounts of /. 6r. I, 324, shows also that the sculptures named in 324 h belong 
with those in 324 c and cannot be assigned to different prytanies, as Robert 
wishes. Dr. Frickenhaus also, as he informs me, believes that the sculptures of 
the inscription d, col. II and 6, col. I (which Kolbe, Ath. Mitt. XXVI, 1901, 
p. 228, put together), and c, col. I belong in the same prytany, in which 55 fig- 
ures in all are paid for. In his opinion also these fit well on the northern wall 
(about 15 m. without the north porch), from which the scaffolding was removed 
at the same time. But he calls attention to the fact that the section relating to 
the vTTovpyoi is not entirely preserved ; it is therefore possible that other scaffold- 
ing also was removed at that time. If Robert's really obvious conjecture is 
nevertheless correct, then, as Dr. Frickenhaus very properly observes, because 
the enumeration seems to proceed from left to right (cf. the other representa- 
tions of harnessing to wagons), the figures with the team of mules, mentioned 
in fragments d, II and 6, 1, must have been nearer the northeast corner than the 
group, mentioned in c, I, of persons harnessing horses to a wagon. The enu- 
meration of all the figures occupied, by Frickenhaus' calculation, about 80 lines. 
Of these 13 lines are present in d, II and b, I, and 23 lines in c, I. If we follow 
the inscription and reckon one figure for every 60 drachmas, there are accounted 
for in these lines : in d, II and 6, I, about 9^ figures, for which about 550 
drachmas are paid (the reasons for this assumption will be given in the notes 
below) ; in c, I, about 14i figures, for which (including the stele, which was de- 
livered later) 867 drachmas were paid. The 14^ figures occupied then the quar- 
ter of the northern frieze next the northern porch. Since the beginning of the 
enumeration between a, II and d, II is wanting and there is a gap between 6, I 
and c, I (the two gaps amount to about 40 lines), it may be assumed that the 
8| figures in d, II and ft, I were about in the second quarter counting from the 
left. 
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1. (f, II, 11. 9-11, A person who is throwing, setting, or 
laying something upon something or pushing something into 
something.^ 

2. d, II, 12, 13; J, I, 2-4. A youth who is busied with 
some object, a second youth who is writing (painting, drawing, 
etc.), and a third standing beside him.^ 

1 The letters aXX at the beginning of 1. 11 are read by Kirchhoff as part of 
iraXXadloji. This restoration seems to me less probable than to assume that the 
letters in question are part of a verb and to restore the line as follows : 

n 

dXXlovra PAAA Upaxcrias ijx Me 
X^rei [hoLKOv 

Another possibility is ^dWopras HAA ; in the former case not only the man 
but also the object with which he is occupied would be included in the reckon- 
ing, in the latter case two figures. I consider the former more probable, since 
the figures are always listed separately. The letters ava- at the beginning of 
1. 10 may perhaps be a remnant of the name of the object. The following is 
offered merely as an example of a possible restoration : 

9. x[<^5 Ki?^t(rtei)s rbv t^v A/xax<rJ 

10. az/ (r[ /3] 

11. d\\[^ovTa .... 

One of the possible readings instead of &fiax(rav is Kcpaiav. I mention this pos- 
sibility because the youth with the mast, the yard, and the sail under his arm 
(Ant. Denk. II, PI. 34, 6) brings to mind the peplos of Athena, which was fas- 
tened in the Panathenaic procession as an {(ttLov to a frame consisting of laTbt 
and KepaLa (see the literature in Michaelis, Parthenon^ pp. 829, 165-170 ; O. 
Benndorf, ' Beitrage zur Kenntniss des attischen Theaters,' Zeitschr. f. Oesterr. 
Oymnas. XXVI, 1875, pp. 70 ff.). 

2 I assume the following restoration : 

11 npaxcr^as ^/x Me] 

12. \iTei. \hoiKov rbv veavlffKOv^ 

13. rbv Tb (t\_ 

14 yp^dtpovTa vea{^vi(T'\KOv 

15. \_Kal rbv wp^ola-ea-T'jdTa /iau[T]ot H 

16. [H H^ao-os] iv KoWvtol hot,\^Kov 

In 11. 15-16 Hf° is possible instead of HH, in which case the youth writing 
and the one standing beside him must be reckoned as one and one-half figures. 
This would be conceivable if the youth writing were kneeling before the other, as 
on PI, 33, 6. However, I consider H H more likely, as the 6wi<r0o<pavT^s mentioned 
in c, I, 5 is also reckoned at 60 drachmas. Then the total would include three 
persons at 60 dr. each and an object at 20 dr., the name of which must have 
stood in 1. 13 and must have begun with the letter §. 
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3. J, I, 5, 6. An object ^ and a wagon for travelling or for 
freight. 

4. 6, I, T-9. A woman beside or on the wagon and the two 
mules before the wagon. 

The second group of figures is recorded in (?, I : 

1. L. 1. A male figure holding a spear. 

2. LI. 2-3. A youth beside a breastplate. 

3. L. 6. A horse and a man who stands behind it and strikes its 
side. 

4. LI. 7-9. A wagon, a youth, and two horses which are being 
harnessed. 

5. LI. 10-11. A man leading a horse. 

6. LI. 12-15. A horse, a man striking it, and a stele added later. 

7. L. 16. A man who holds the bridle.^ 

8. LI. 18-20. A man standing beside an altar and leaning on his 
staff. 

9. LI. 21-22. A woman who has fallen or is kneeling by a little 
girl. 

1 6. . . . /cjal rkv &fjLax(TOiv wX^^v 

6. Totv ifiL6v]oiy p AAAA ^AyaOdv- 

7. [op 

^In the gap at the beginning of 1. 5 six letters are wanting. Robert (I.e. 
p. 439) thought of t6 ?5os in connection with his hypothesis that the whole scene 
represented the consultation of an oracle. It seems to me more likely that, if 
t6 ?5os is really the correct reading, the consecration of a statue of a god was 
represented. The statue need not have been in the wagon, as Weissmann {Bei- 
trcige zur Erkldrung und Beurteilung griechischer Kunstwerke, Progr. d. bu- 
rn anistichen Gymnasiums in Schweinfurt, 1903, pp. 34 f.) thinks the price 
shows. The price of 30 drachmas would be as proper for a simple statue on 
an unadorned base as for the girl in c, I, 11. 21-22. But other restorations 
besides t6 ^dos are possible, e.g. rh cr^/xa or Th '^pfia, which might designate the 
support that was intended to hold the lards and the Kepala (cf . the representation 
on the piombo, Benndorf, I.e. Fig. 61). "Ep/xa, by the way, denotes also the sup- 
ports which are put under ships when they are dragged up on land. It may be 
that in one and the same piece of work the comparatively easy execution of the 
implements, etc., was entrusted to another workman than the more difficult exe- 
cution of the figure. In view of this possibility, I do not consider the resto- 
ration rb y^vailop rb heirl (instead of wpbs, KirchhofE) ttjc dfjL'jA^ri in 6, I, 1. 8 
inadmissible. Schone (Griech. Beliefs, p. 3) also thought iwi probable. 

2 Robert, I.e. pp. 432 ff., has shown that the figures 1-7 belong to a harnessing 
scene and has identified No. 4 with PL 34, 11. I consider his interpretation cor- 
rect, though I do not follow him in all details. PI. 34, 10 might be the remnant 
of No. 3 or of No. 6. 
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From the groups mentioned in the inscription and the re- 
mains of the figures engaged in action one derives the impres- 
sion that various events were represented in the frieze of the 
main building, not one action, as in the frieze of the Parthenon, 
nor a few actions with a great number of participants, as in the 
battles of Greeks with Persians, Amazons, etc. Separate acts of 
a cult ^ are also hardly to be considered, though it is very tempt- 
ing to connect the man with the mast and yard with the offering 
of the 7re7rXo9 at the Panathenaea. Figures like PL 34, 6, the 
girl who flees for refuge to a statue of a deity, have no place 
in scenes of cult, nor has the separate scene in which a war 
chariot is being harnessed. This scene cannot well have formed 
part of a series of similar representations, in the manner of the 
frieze of the Parthenon ; this is precluded by its position — 
the right-hand end of the northern frieze, which abuts upon 
the northern porch — and by the group of three figures beside 
an altar, which terminates the frieze at this point. 

I agree with Robert in thinking that separate scenes from a 
cycle — or several cycles? — of myths were represented. But 
these scenes are not necessarily taken from the myths con^ 
nected with Erechtheus. Why should not, for example, as in 
the metopes of the northern side of the Parthenon and in one 
of the pediments of the Argive Heraeum, scenes from the sack 
of Troy have been represented ? The girl fleeing for refuge to 
an idol (PL 34, 6) and the man with mast and yard (PL 34, 5), 
indicating that a ship was represented, would fit in such a con- 
nection, though I do not wish to express any definite conjecture 
concerning the content of the composition. 

The Frieze of the Northern Porch 

If my judgment concerning the size, the difference in work- 
manship, and the other circumstances that are to be considered 
is correct, fragments of forty-eight different figures and of three 
galloping teams which once adorned the frieze of the northern 

1 Weissmann, Lc, whose conjectures are impossible, if for no other reason, 
because he combines figures from the frieze of the cella with figures from the 
northern porch. Although his treatise was published in 1903, Weissmann does 
not seem to be acquainted with the publication in Ant. Denk., which appeared 
in 1899. 
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porch are preserved. There are (a) twenty-two figures stand- 
ing quietly erect, three of which (PL 32, 10,i [11 2], 17, 23) are 
male and nineteen (PL 31, 1, 14, 16, 18, 19, 20 ; PL 32, 2,3 7, 8, 
[9*], 14, 15, 16, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 24, 29, [32^], are female; 
three quietly walking female figures (PL 32, 12, 30, 31); and 
nine seated figures, two of which (PL 32, 25 and 33) are male and 
seven (PL 31, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 17) are female. These thirty- 
four figures, like the similar figures of the frieze of the cella, 
are to be regarded as persons who are not engaged in action, 
but are merely present at an action, and for the most part as 
gods or heroes. To the same group are probably to be added : 
three female figures moving with a dancing step (PL 31, 6, 7 ; 
PL 32, 13), and six running figures (three to the left and three 
to the right), all female (PL 31, 2, 3, 4, 5 ; PL 32, [1^], [3 7], 
4, [5«], 6). 

The total number of this group is then forty-three, of which 
five are male and thirty-eight female. 

(6) Five female figures in action, two of which (PL 31, 15 
and the figure at the left of a throne) stand in a bent posture 
and three (PL 32, 26, 27, 28 9) are kneeling. 

In the classification of these figures, as in that of the remains 
of the frieze of the cella, the very small number of figures engaged 
in action is striking. Moreover, the great proportion of female 
figures (forty-three to only five males) is remarkable. Since 
this proportion can hardly be due to chance, we must conclude 
that on the northern porch one or more actions were represented 
in which the females among the Attic deities and heroes were 
more strongly interested than the males. Now we must ex- 
amine more closely the dowel holes in the blocks of tlie frieze. 

Of this frieze six blocks (really only five stones) are still in 
situ: on the eastern side four and the corner block (narrow 
side), on the northern side the same corner block (long side) 
and one other. These blocks and the fragments published on 

1 Seated? 

2 Elbow, belonging perhaps to PI. 32, 23. (''I too find it very possible that 
82, 23 belongs with 32, 11." —B. H. Hill.) 

3 Standing ? Running ? * Seated ? Belonging to PI. 31, 11 ? 

5 Belonging to PL 31, 18 ? 6 Belongs perhaps to the frieze of the cella. 

■^ Belongs perhaps to PI. 31, 5. » Belongs perhaps to PI. 31, 2 or 3. 

^ The posture is not quite certain. 
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PI. 34 give about 21 m. of the surface of the frieze now exist- 
ing. Since the entire length of the frieze on the eastern, north- 
ern, western, and southern sides was about 25 m., the missing 
portion amounts, in round numbers, to 4 m. This missing por- 
tion must be assigned for the most part to the western and 
southern sides. ^ 

In the existing blocks and fragments of blocks there are 
about sixt}'- dowel holes. ^ That would be on an average 2.88 

1 (The northern porch is now restored, and the blocks of the frieze are, so far 
as they are preserved, set in the positions assigned them in Dr. Pallat's publica- 
tion in the Antike Denkmaler. Block XIII is therefore on the western side. 
These blocks were already in place and covered by the cornice blocks before Mr. 
Stevens or I could examine them in 1903. There is, however, hardly the pos- 
sibility of a doubt that they are correctly placed, for Mr. Balanos, who had 
charge of the restoration, was very careful and thorough. Moreover, as Mr. 
Stevens writes, '*It could not have been very difficult for Mr. Balanos to get 
these frieze blocks back in their right places. The dowels which held them 
to the architrave blocks were checks, as were also the dowels which held the 
cornice blocks to the frieze blocks. All the cornice blocks, except a portion of 
one, are now back in place, and not only the dowels into the frieze blocks had 
to fit, but the cramps of adjacent cornice blocks had to fit, and cornice blocks 
which went under the pediment were even dressed to receive the pediment (tym- 
panum) stones." '*The cramps which hold the frieze blocks together would be 
a still further check. . . . The cramps of the frieze blocks had to fit not only 
in the case of the adjoining blocks (of the frieze) but also the backing blocks." 
Mr. Stevens suggests that the eastern side of the northern porch is the fitting 
place for the most important and elaborate part of the frieze, since it was con- 
spicuous from the stairs on the outside of the northern wall of the building, 
while the close proximity of the wall of the Acropolis made it difficult to obtain 
a good view of the frieze of the northern front of the porch ; and it is precisely 
on the eastern side that the evidence of the dowel holes indicates the greatest 
number of figures. — H. N. E.) 

(" The frieze of the north portico stands as indicated in Ant. Denk. II, PI. 34, 
except that block XI is now complete (and has two dowel holes) and a block 
1.10 m. long, which looks exactly like the largest unplaced fragment in PI. 34, 
has been set in the left half of the space." —B. H. Hill.) It seems to me rather, 
judging by the photograph, as if two pieces — the third from the left in the row 
of unplaced blocks in Ant. Denk. II, PI. 34, and a second fragment without 
dowel holes — had been used to complete block XI and the block mentioned by 
Mr. Hill, if I understand him correctly, ''the largest unplaced fragment on Fl. 
34," had been set on the south side in the last place but one from the left. 

2 Since Mr. Stevens's investigations the number can perhaps be given more 
accurately. The double hole in block XIII at the left, below, I have reckoned 
as one hole. (The exact number of dowel holes of the usual size is fifty-nine. 
There are in addition eleven small holes. One or two additional fragments, 
which cannot be placed, also contain dowel holes. — H. N. F.) 
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holes to a metre. For the missing 4 m. of frieze we should 
have to reckon eleven to twelve (11.44) additional holes, mak- 
ing in round numbers seventy for the entire frieze. If we 
deduct the small square or round holes in blocks IX, X, and 
XIII, and in one of the fragments, which may possibly have 
served for fastening attributes or the like, there remain about 
sixty-two holes of the size and shape of those in the figures. 
Approximately this number of figures was then contained in 
the frieze of the northern porch. According to the calculation 
above, forty -eight of these, that is, even if the number of dowel 
holes in the missing portion has been placed too low, the greater 
part of the original number, are preserved in fragments. 

Now if we observe the grouping of the dowel holes, and at 
the same time bear in mind what has been said above about the 
disposition of the corresponding holes in the figures of the frieze 
of the cella (which is equally valid for those of the northern 
porch), it becomes evident that on the eastern side of the north- 
ern porch, to right and left of the middle block (III), erect 
standing figures were attached in comparatively large number, 
with some seated figures among them. In the middle block 
itself the arrangement of the dowel holes is essentially differ- 
ent. Here the three very low holes, 1, 3, and 4 (counting from 
the left), are noticeable. Of these, 3 and 4 would, in respect to 
their position, fit without difficulty in a representation of the 
birth of Erichthonius.i In the position of 3, Gaea might have 
been represented, in that of 4, Cecrops, whose serpent tail would 
then have been extended in the comparatively large space. be- 
tween 4 and 5. Hole 2 would then have to be assigned to 
Athena. For dowel hole 1 (unless one wishes to regard it as 
a hole placed exceptionally low, like that of PI. 31, 8) a very 
low figure, perhaps seated on a rock, possibly one of the daugh- 
ters of Cecrops,^ could be assumed. Then the group published 
on PI. 32, 27, for which the distance of the two holes 1 and 2 
would suit,^ could be assigned to this position. The female 

1 As to the representations of the birth of Erichthonius, v. Heydemann, Ann. 
delV 1st. 1879, p. 114, n. 2, and Sauer, Das sogenannte Theseion, pp. 57 f. 

2 Cf. Compte rendu, 1869, PI. I, below at the right. 

3 Other groups, to be sure, were, as has been seen above, fastened with only 
one dowel. But the two figures of the group in question might, because they 
were perhaps connected only at the bottom, have been fastened separately. 
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figure standing at the right might, to judge by the movement 
and clothing, be Athena. The kneeling girl would then pre- 
sumably be Pandrosus, whom we may think of as ready to 
receive Erichthonius from Athena. The goddess would then 
be turned toward the right, as on the reliefs, not, as on the vase 
paintings, toward the left. 

But it is possible also to think of her as turning toward the 
left. Then the order, from left to right, would be : 1, Gaea ; 
2, Athena ; 3, Pandrosus ; 4, Cecrops. This order has in its 
favor the fact that the distance between Gaea and Athena, 
which on the other assumption seems rather too small, would 
be greater. The group in PL 32, 27 could then, of course, not 
belong here. But in PL 32, 26, if it is correctly explained in 
the text, we have the remains of a similar group turned toward 

Judging by the distance of tlie dowel holes in the block, the hole corresponding 
to hole 1 must have been in the kneeling figure not far above the break (0.21 m. 
above the ground line), and the hole in the standing figure must have been (as 
elsewhere in standing figures) in the back (0.42 m. above the ground line). 

"The top of the epistyle being broken away under No. Ill, 1 and 2, it is 
impossible to confirm or reject the suggested placing of 32, 27 here, as might 
probably have been done were the epistyle preserved, since the plug hole in the 
bottom of 32, 27 would have to find a corresponding hole which would let the 
two figures reach the dowels 1 and 2 suitably." — B. H. Hill. 

In the text to Ant. Denk. II, PL 32, 27, I have called the hole in the under 
side (like other holes of the same kind in other figures) modern, believing that 
it served to fasten the figure upon a base, perhaps immediately after its dis- 
covery. Mr. Hill thinks these holes, with the pins, or plugs, in them and the 
remnants of lead, are ancient. He writes : " My present opinion is that the iron 
pins run with lead in the bottom of certain figures of the frieze are not modern, 
and that they once actually served to hold the figures to the top of the epistyle. 
Whether they are original^ or belong to ancient repairs, I should hesitate yet to 
say. Some of the fragments in which we find the pins are (now at least) alto- 
gether too insignificant to make this painstaking method of setting them up for 
exhibition at all likely. The pin in 31, 17 was certainly placed long before the 
figure was set in the plaster pedestal in which it stood until a few years since. 
In 32, 27 a bit of the pin still remaining deep in the hole is badly rotted (not 
rusted) in a degree paralleled in many ancient dowels and clamps, but hardly 
possible to iron a century or less old. The pins in the figures correspond in size 
and character with those preserved in the top of the epistyle. Most of the frag- 
ments preserved having the pins or holes for them belong to the north portico, 
while a majority of those without pins are on the smaller scale of the main 
building. This corresponds perfectly with the fact that the epistyle of the main 
building, so far as preserved, has very few pins, while that of the north portico 
has many." In view of these considerations, I also now find it difiQcult to believe 
all the pins modern. 
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the left (at any rate, the remains of a kneeling figure turned 
toward the left) which might belong here. The distance be- 
tween holes 2 and 3 would do for two figures placed close 
together, after the manner of PL 32, 27, each of which was 
fastened in the back. Cecrops would then remain in the same 
place. 

To right and left of this group (if the assumption of a 
dowel hole in the right-hand edge of block II is correct) ^ 
there would have been two seated figures, the one at the left 
presumably turning toward the right, the other in the opposite 
direction. Toward the sides would then be the other specta- 
tors, probably for the most part goddesses, those at the right 
standing, with one exception, and those at the left standing 
and seated. 

Among the figures now existing, PI. 31, 16, in which the 
dowel hole is about 0.49 m. above the ground line, may have 
belonged to this circle of spectators and may have had its place 
on block IV at hole 3 or 7 (from the left) ; so, too, PL 31, 18, 
in which the dowel hole was about 0.42 m. from the bottom, 
may have been on I, 3, and PL 31, 19, with its dowel hole at a 
height of 0.46 m.-0.47 m., on I, 4 or II, 1 or IV, 1, 4, 6. Per- 
haps PL 32, 16 belonged also to this side of the north porch, in 
the scene of the birth of Erichthonius assumed for the middle. 
I formerly regarded this fragment as the upper part of the body 
of a figure clad in chiton and himation (see text to Ant. Denk. 
II, PL 32, 16) ; but what then appeared to me to be the rem- 
nant of the himation now looks to me more like a cloth held 
by two corners ; ^ and the lack of any indication of the breasts 
speaks against the interpretation as the upper part of the torso 
of a woman. I am therefore now inclined to believe that the 
fragment represents the middle part of a woman who is holding 
a cloth spread out, as Athena does in various representations 
of the birth of Erichthonius.^ 

1 " Dowel hole in right edge of No. II seems sure." — B. H. Hill. 

2 Cf . the cloth held by two female figures on the so-called Ludovisi 
throne. 

3 See, e.^., Mon. delV 1st. Ill, pi. XXX; Gerhard, Auserl. Vasenh. I, pi. CLI ; 
Jb, Arch. L XI, 1896, p. 189, 33 a. An Ionic chiton with kolpos hanging far 
down is worn by Athena in the scene of the birth of Erichthonius on the cylix 
in Berlin, Mon. delV 1st. X, pi. XXXVIIII. 
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The blocks of the frieze of the North (Front) Side of the 
north porch, in so far as they had not remained in situ^ have 
now been restored and arranged, on the basis of the indications 
furnished by the dowel holes, as they are shown in Ant, Denk, 
II, PL 34. To complete the block at the right end the frag- 
ment shown directly above it on PL 34 seems to have been 
employed; in this a dowel hole at a height of 0.315 m. is pre- 
served in the broken edge. Then between these two pieces 
another fragment, also apparently ancient, has been inserted 
(see above, p. 193, n. 1). If this is correct, there would be 
only two dowel holes in this block. The gap between blocks 
VI and VIII has been filled with a new block of marble. Ac- 
cording to Inwood's drawing (2%e Erechtheion^ pi. 3; Ant. 
Denh, II, PL 34), the largest of the separate fragments may 
have had its place here.^ The two dowel holes existing in this, 
0.475 m. and 0.335 m. from the bottom, would correspond to 
holes 5 and 6 (counting from the left) in Inwood's drawing, 
which, however, does not give the dowel holes quite exactly. 

However this may be, the other dowel holes show by their 
arrangement and position clearly enough that on this side lively 
scenes were represented, with figures standing far apart or 
reaching far out in their movements. On account of the great 
distances between the dowel holes, one is at first inclined to 
think that the teams galloping to left had their place here. 
Of these, as we have seen above, three four-horse teams, or 
two four-horse teams and one pair of horses, are partially pre- 
served. But apart from the fact that on the west side, as is 
proved by block VIII (which is, according to Mr. Hill, in its 
proper place) and by Inwood's drawing, the distances seem to 
have been in part even greater, various circumstances indicate 
that on the north side other scenes were represented. In the 
first place, the irregular arrangement of the dowel holes in 
the blocks is remarkable. Great intervals alternate with small 
ones, high with low position, oblique with upright direction. 
The frequent occurrence of small, square holes, especially in 
blocks IX and X, is also noticeable. This arrangement of the 
dowel holes presents a picture very different from that of the 

1 In the restoration of the building this seems to have been used on the south 
side (see above, p. 193, n. 1). 
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east side of the north porch and also from that of the east 
front of the cella ; for in both of these a great number of quiet 
spectators seems to have been present, whereas on the north side 
of the north porch several events with figures in lively motion 
and with few spectators appear to have been represented. 

Now among the fragments reproduced in Ant, Benh. II, Pis. 
31 and 32, in addition to the quietly standing and seated fig- 
ures, a great part of which should doubtless be assigned to the 
east side of the north porch, there is a series of figures in lively 
motion, namely, as we have seen above, three dancing and at 
least six running figures. The three dancing figures (PI. 31, 
5 and 6, PI. 32, 13) may have represented the daughters of 
Cecrops, Pandrosus, Aglaurus, and Herse ; they may also (like 
PI. 33, 18 and 19) be interpreted as Charites or Horae. The 
running maidens call to mind the representation of the birth of 
Erechtheus on the cylix in Berlin (Furtw. 2537; Mon. delV 
1st, X, pi. XXXVIIII). Here three maidens, two of them run- 
ning, are hastening up, and the inscriptions inform us that 
Pandrosus, Aghiurus, and Herse are intended. The number 
of the fragments permits the conclusion that this triad occurred 
— leaving the three dancing figures out of consideration — at 
least once more in the frieze of the Erechtheum. Now the 
arrangement of the dowel holes on the east side of the north 
porch shows that not more than two of the figures standing 
in bent posture or kneeling (PI. 31, 15 ; ^ PI. 32, 26, 27, 28) 
belonged to the scene of the birth of Erichthonius ; it seems, 
therefore, pretty certain that the care of Erichthonius and the 
events connected therewith furnished the content of the remain- 
ing representations. The running maidens and the great inter- 
vals between the dowel holes would be appropriate in the scene 
in which the three daughters of Cecrops hasten away, terrified 
by the appearance of the serpent which rises out of the basket 
of Erichthonius that they have sinfully opened. ^ 

Among the existing fragments there are two which neither 

1 The fragment (which has now disappeared) published in *E0. *A/ox-'1837, 
pi. 16, No. 41, may have formed the lower part of this figure. If that is not the 
case, still another figure standing in bent posture must be assumed. 

2 Ann. deir 1st. 1879, Tav. d' agg. F ; Jb. Arch. L XI, 1896, p. 190, 33 b ; 
see also Sauer, Das sogenannte Theseion, pp. 64 ff. 
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fit into the circle of spectators nor correspond with the figures 
seen in the representations of the birth of Erichthonius and the 
crime of the daughters of Cecrops. These are the woman ris- 
ing from her chair (PL 31, 17) and the woman of the newly 
added fragment, who stands beside a chair. The two chairs are 
of the same height and both have arms. The support of the arm 
of the chair, which is preserved at the right side of PI. 31, 17, 
has the form of a crouching sphinx, and the corresponding rem- 
nant at the left side of the new chair may have been part of a 
support of the same kind. The decoration of the two seats^ 
which makes them appear more magnificent than the others 
that are seen in the frieze, justifies the assumption that they 
were intended for two especially distinguished persons who 
were of nearly equal importance. Schone (l,c, p. 12) thought, 
rightly, in my opinion, of Athena in connection with PI. 31, 17. 
He conjectures further that the stiff posture and the parallel 
arrangement of the legs indicate dependence upon an archaic 
prototype. This I do not consider impossible, but I believe 
that the apparent stiffness is conditioned not only by the depen- 
dence upon an earlier prototype, but also by the action of the 
figure. For this figure is not, as Schone assumes, seated, but 
is in the act of rising. This view is supported by the fact that 
the point where the thighs divide corresponds in height with 
the same point in the standing figures, and moreover the figure 
seems to have been raising herself (or holding herself up) by 
the right arm which presses upon the arm of the chair. No 
trace of the left arm is seen on the left thigh. This arm then did 
not lie along the body, but was extended to the side or raised. 
The woman of the new fragment, as has been observed above, 
is laying a large cushion on the chair and is pressing it down 
between the arms. The chair is already covered with a cloth. 
The woman is then preparing a seat, much as a maenad lays a 
cushion on a chair, likewise covered with a cloth, on the back 
of the crater in St. Petersburg with the Judgment of Paris 
(Oompte rendu, 1861, Atlas, pi. IV, Text, pp. 53 ff.), or as a 
maiden prepares a seat in the Attic sepulchral relief, Att, Grrah- 
reliefs, 881, pi. CLXVIII. On the vase in St. Petersburg the 
place of the action is determined by the omphalos and the tri- 
pod ; the seat appears to be prepared for Apollo, whom Diony- 
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sus is welcoming as his irdpehpo^ at Delphi.^ The sepulchral 
relief is regarded by A. Briickner, to whom I owe the reference 
to this parallel, as the right half of a large high relief after the 
fashion of the monument of Demetria and Pamphile. Herein 
he disagrees with Conze, who assumes no continuation of the 
relief toward the left (from the spectator's point of view) of 
the standing maiden. Briickner, following numerous analo- 
gies, restores the maiden by giving her a doll in her right hand 
and letting her (as in Grlyptoth^que Ny Carlsherg^ 1907, No. 198) 
appear with it as a sort of votive offering before Persephone or 
some other figure (deceased relative) seated upon a throne. 
This figure receives her ev veprepoi^ as her irdpeSpof;^ and there- 
fore has the seat prepared for her. 

In view of these parallels, it appears to me not doubtful that 
in our case Athena is having a seat prepared for her avvea-rco^ 
or TrdpeSpo^^ who is called in literature sometimes Erichthonius 
and sometimes Erechtheus.^ The only question is whether the 
one who shared the temple with the goddess was represented 
as a child or a grown man. The size and softness of the cush- 
ion that is being pressed down between the arms of the chair 
favor the first supposition ; ^ the scene must then probably 
have been represented on the right half of the north side in 
connection with the crime of the daughters of Cecrops. In the 
other case it might also have been on the west side. 

On the West Side, if our previous conclusions are correct, the 
galloping teams of horses must find their place. Since two 
of these were four-horse teams (PI. 34, 12 and 13), it is highly 
probable that the newly added pair of horses formed part of a 
four-horse team. Each of the three teams requires a space of 
about 1.50 m., the three together about 4.50 m. The entire 

1 See Arch. Zeitg. 1866, pp. 190 ff. ; also 186$, pp. 98 ff. 

2 Erichthonius <Tvvi<TTLos, see AnthoL Or. Jac. app. epigr. 50 ; Erechtheus 
irdpedpos^ see Aristides, VIII (Pauathenaicus), p. 170 D (107, 4 ff.), and schol. 
on 107, 5 and 6. Ibid. p. 193 D (119, 10 ff.), 'Epex^^a 5^ tols kv 6.KpoTr6\€i deoTs 
wdpedpov cLTTodei^aaa. Schol. 119. 12, irdpedpop'] olptl tov iep^a ' deivCos 5^ elire 
irdpedpov oiovel avyKad'^fxepop. D. 

3 Representations of the infant Heracles on a crib covered with cloths and 
cushions (? the representation is not perfectly clear ; a large, wadded quilt might 
also be intended), see Mon. delV 1st. XI, Tav. XLII ; similar is the representa- 
tion of Hermes as a child in swaddling clothes, Mem. delV 1st. I, ii, pi. 15. 
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available space on the west side measures 7.41 m. There 
remains therefore a space of not quite 3 m. for other figures. 
Now according to the calculation presented above, each figure 
occupied on an average one Attic foot ; there would then have 
been on the west side, in addition to the three .teams, about nine 
figures — assuming that there was not by any chance another 
team of horses. Therefore another separate scene cannot well 
have been represented here. Unfortunately no conclusions as 
to the arrangement of the teams can be drawn from the dowel 
holes, because too little of the blocks of the frieze remains. In- 
wood's drawings (^Ant Denk, II, PL 34), as is seen by compari- 
son with the existing blocks of the east side, cannot be trusted ; ^ 
and I must, unfortunately, confess that I can establish no clear 
connection between the holes in the top of the epistyle and the 
dowel holes in the blocks of the frieze. The holes in the epi- 
style are arranged at very various intervals, sometimes within 
and sometimes outside of the traces left by the figures of the 
frieze. Only one thing appears to result from the comparison 
of the east side and the north side of the north porch ; namely, 
that the holes did not serve, or served only in exceptional cases, 
for the fastening of quietly standing or seated figures. In 
agreement with this observation, we find that the holes in the 
under surface of the existing fragments (in regard to which I 
am not sure that they are all ancient) are found five times in 
the case of running figures (PL 31, 3 ; PL 32, 26, 27, 30 ; PL 34, 
3), but only once each in a quietly standing (PL 31, 19) and a 
seated (PL 33, 21) figure. No holes are found in PL 31, 13, 
16 ; PL 32, 12, 13, 14, 15, 20, 32 ; PL 33, 5, 15, 16, 20, 22, 23, 
25, 26 ; PL 34, 1, 2, 6, 7 ; that is, in 20 fragments in all, fifteen 
of which are quietly standing or seated. In the case of six 
figures it is unfortunately uncertain whether they were fastened 
at the bottom, because their lower surfaces are now set in plas- 
ter. These are: PL 31, 6, 10, 11, 12, 17 and PL 34, 9. 

If, then, only figures in active motion or large objects or 

1 However, I will not fail to mention that the two first holes from the left 
correspond with those in block XI, the great gap at the left of the middle with 
block XIII, and the two holes 11 and 12 (from the left) correspond in height 
and in the position where they are placed with the block which was, according 
to my conjecture (see above, p. 193, note 1), inserted here in the reconstruction. 
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perhaps attributes were attached by special fastenings to the 
epistyle, the collection of holes in the epistyle of the west side 
agrees well with the theory that this is the place where the 
teams were. It is worth mentioning also that Botticher^ states 
that the drill holes in the under surfaces of the fragments, by 
which they were set on the pins fastened for the purpose in the 
top of the epistyle, were especially well preserved in the frag- 
ments of wagons and horses. In the fragments now known no 
such holes are preserved, with the exception of one in the left 
hinder part of the hindermost horse on PL 34, 13 ; we must, 
therefore, since there is no reason to doubt Botticher's state- 
ment, assume (with Schone, Grriech, Reliefs^ p. 8) that the 
fragments have been further mutilated since their discovery. 
In any case, the relatively regular arrangement of the holes on 
the right side of the epistyle of the west side agrees well with 
the teams of horses, which probably differed little from one 
another. 

We may, then, assume with some certainty that a chariot 
race of four-horse chariots was represented on the west side. 
If this is correct, we may, in view of the scenes on the east 
and north sides, conjecture further that Erichthonius played 
the chief part here also, doubtless as the hero who is said to 
have been the first to harness a team of four horses and to have 
founded the chariot races of the Panathenaea.^ 

LuDWiG Pallat. 
Wannsee bei Berlin. 

1 Untersuchungen auf der Akropolis von Athen im Friihjahr 1862^ p. 194, 
"Besonders an Fragmenten von Wagen und Pferdegespannen " waren ''die 
Bohrlocher unter dem Fussende wohl erhalten, mit welchen sie in (sic, auf ?) 
die verticalen Stifte eingesetzt standen, die sich zu diesem Zwecke auf der 
Oberkante des Episty lions befanden." 

2 Aristides, II {Athena), p. 18 D (12, 8 ff.) and passim (Preller-Robert, I.e. 
p. 217, n. 4). 



